Remarks 


Applicant has reviewed the Office Action dated as mailed July 7, 2005 and the documents cited 
therewith and the present amendment has been prepared in response thereto. The applicant thanks 
the Examiner for his consideration of the art cited by applicant. 

The Examiner made the restriction requirement final and rejected claims 1 through 3 and 7 through 9 
as being indefinite because "the jaw is mounted on the "workpiece supporting element (22)" and not 
the clamping body (20)." 

Claims 4 through 6 have been cancelled. 

Claims 1 and 7 have been amended to overcome the rejection under Section 1 12. Specifically, claim 
1 has been amended to state that the jaw is mounted on the support and is opposing the workpiece 
supporting element. It is submitted that claim 1 is definite as and overcomes the rejection under 35 
USC 1 12. Claim 7 has been amended to state that the jaw is connected to the clamp body. Jaw 46 
as shown and described in present application is connected to the clamp body. Jaw 46 in one 
embodiment is connected via screw 48 and as disclosed in the last paragraph of the specification 
the jaw may be attached to the clamp body 20 (when workpiece supporting element 22 and screw 
48 are removed). It is submitted that the claim as amended is clear and broadly covers both 
embodiments. 

Claim 1 1 has been added that is the same as original claim 7 . It is believed that this claim is 
definite as written and that the rejection under Section 1 12 should be withdrawn. In claim 1 1 the 
jaw is claimed as "mounted on the clamp body". As explained above, support for this claimed 
arrangement is found in the last paragraph of the written description where it is explained that the 
workpiece supporting element and the screw may be removed and the jaw attached to the clamp 
body. Thus it is submitted that the claim particularly points out and distinctly claims the 
invention shown and described in the application. 
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Claim 10 has been added where the jaw is mounted on the clamp body and opposes the 
workpiece engaging element. As explained above, support for this claimed arrangement is found 
in the last paragraph of the written description where it is explained that the workpiece 
supporting element and the screw may be removed and the jaw attached to the clamp body. 

New independent claims 12 through 14 have also been added to further define applicant's 
invention. 

For the foregoing reasons, the Applicant respectfully submits that all of the claims in the present 
application are in condition for allowance. Reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejections and 
allowance of the claims at the earliest possible date are respectfully solicited. 

If the Examiner has any questions about the present Amendment a telephone interview is requested. 

If necessary, please charge any additional fees or credit overpayment to Deposit Account No. 13- 
4365. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Anthony B. Fuller 

(Applicant) 



Moore & Van Allen, PLLC 
P.O. Box 13706 

Research Triangle Park, NC 27709 
Telephone: (919) 286-8000 
Facsimile: (919) 286-8199 
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